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MOR ACE A E, HIPPOCASTANACEAE ET VITACEAE, 

NOMINA CONSERVANDA 


Alfred Rehder 


Comparativel v little attention has been paid to ñames of families and 
their validity under the International Rules of Botanical Nomenclature. 
The only proposal for the conservation of ñames of families is the list of 
186 ñames proposed bv J. Lanjouw and T. A. Sprague on pp. 64-6.5 of the 
Synopsis of Proposals concerning Nomenclature prepared by T. A. Sprague 
and submitted to the Sixth International Botanical Congress at Amsterdam 
in 1935. This list was voted upon at the Congress and adopted without 
change (see í’roc. Sixth intern. Bot. Congr. 1:358. 936b Che list. 

however, contains only ñames employed by Bentham and Hooker f.. Genera 
Plantarum, and also some by Engler & Gilg, Syllabus der l’ilanzenfamilien 
(ed. 9 & 10), formed according to Art. 23 of the Rules and the few excep- 
tions conserved under Art. 23, Exceptions (1) and (3). The conservation 
of additional ñames was left by the last Botanical Congress to the Special 
Committee for Phanerogamae and Pteridophyta (see op. cit. 358, 381). 

The three ñames proposed here for conservation are not inciuded in the 
list referred to above, as they were not used by Bentham and Hooker, but 
thev have been generallv accepted by most recent authors, including Engler 
& Gilg, and they would be the correct ñames for the three families if each of 
them were not antedated by an older validlv published and correctlv formed 
ñame. Like these three, a number of other familv ñames proposed by 
Horaninov have been entirely overlooked and have been credited to later 
authors. as Myricaceae, Juglandaceae, Calycanthaceae, Loganiaceae. Scro- 
phulariaceae, and others. 


Moraceae Lindley, Veg. Kingd. 266 (1846), sensu stricto.— Bureau in De Candolle, 

Prodr. 17: 21 1 (1873), sensu stricto. — Engler in Nat. Pflanzenfam. III. 1:66 
(1889). — Nakai, Fl. Sylv. Kor. 19:90 (1933), vvith many synonyms. — Nomen 
conservandum 
versus 


Artocarpaceae Horaninov, Prim. Lin. Syst. Nat. 62 (1834).-—Lindley, Veg. Kingd. 269 


(1846), sensu stricto. 
stricto. 


Bureau in De Candolle, Prodr. 17: 280 ( 1873), sensu 


Urticeae ord. u. Artocarpeae De Candolle in Lamarck & De Candolle, Fl, Franq. ed. 
3, 3: 318 (1805). 

Urticeae Agardh, Aphor. Bot, 203 (1825), p. p. 

Moreae Endlicher, Prodr. Fl. Norfolk. 40 (1833), nom.; Gen. Pl. 277 (1836). 
Urticaceae 1. Artocarpeae Reichenbach, Handb. Nat. Pflanzensyst. 172 ( 1837), nom. 
subnud. 

Urticaceae subord, Moreae Cray, Bot. Text-book, 356 (1842), 

Urticaceae subíam. Ficeae Presl, YVseob. Rostí. 2: 1365 (1846). 

Moraceae subíam. Moroideae et Artocarpoideae A. Braun in Asclierson, Fl. Prov. 
Brandenb. 1: 57 ( 1864 ). 









278 


I \ 01 .. \x\i 






. OF IMF. . 



rY^ t f 




As the ñame Moraceae has been used bv all authors who considered the 
familv distinct from Urticaceae, it seems advisable to conserve it for that 





a 



r oí genera 




ñame 



)aceae Horan. (emend.) 




distinct from Moraceae, as 



impi rtant 

¡mportance 

valid only as the ñame o i a sepárate 
by Lindley in 1S46 and bv Burean in 1874: in his original coneept Horani- 
nov used the ñame in a wider sense. including Morus and related genera. 

Hippocastauaceae Torivv & Cray, M. N. Am. 1; 2 ) (1838), — Pax in Nat. Pílanzcn- 

fam. III. 5: 273 (1S95). Ñamen conservandum 
versus 

Pavtacrae Horaninov, Prim. Ian. Svst. Nat. 100 (1S34 


Sdpind(U car Jussieu in Ann. Mus. Hist. Nal. París, 18:476 (1811), p. 


Ilippocustanrar De Cando! le IThécr. Idem. Bol , ed. J , 44 (1819) “Hippocastanees J; 


I*rodr. i : 597 (1824 ). 

Castaneaccac Link, Knum. Pl. Ilort 


ero!. 1: 354 (1821', imm. subnud.; a narm 


apparently based on Castanea, thnuuh not in the sense oí I 
hv Link as une oí the constituent eenera. 



er; it i" not til t d 


Sapindiit cae 3. Sapimh ae a. Hipptn agíanme Reichenbach, Handb. Nat. Pflanzt 




( 1857). 

A esc ule ae Prest i 1820) ex dresl, Wseob. Rostí. 1: 217 (1840). 

Sapindaceae trih. Paviariac Horaninov, Char. Kss. Fam. Retí. \eg. 182 (1S47'. 

& Hooker í., (den. Pl. 1: 389 (1862), p. p. 

\. Braun in Ascherson, Fl. Prov. Branden!) 


Sapindaceae subord Sapindrae Benthan 
Sapindaceae subía ni, //ippocastanauieat 


I : 53 (1S 



) . 



L ’ * ’ / 


) 


Sapindaceae 2 . Ilipptnas tañar Drude in A. Schenk, Handb. Bot. 3.2: 390 ( 

As the ñame Hippocastauaceae has been tised since is 38 by all authors 

stinct rom Sapindaceae, and as the ñame 




who considered the 
l’aviaceae. though validlv nublished by Horaninov in 1834, has nevei 



*en 


taken u|>, as far as I knovv. 



anv author. it seems advisable to conserve 


the ñame Hippocastanaceae for this 
ornamental trecs and shrubs vvidelv 




Vitaren»* Lindley, Nat. S\sl. Bot., ed. 2, 30 ¡1830) 


known, though small familv, of 
throughout the tempéralo zone. 


(»ilü in .Nat. I’flanzeníam. III 


r.: 42 7 



Nomen conservandiim 


VlTMlS 


Leeaceae Horaninov, Prim. Lin, Svst. Nat. 95 (1834) 

* 


Vites Jussieu. Gen. Pl. 267 (1 
Sarmentar cae Ycnícnat, Ta 


/ 



Linrllev, Introd. Nat. Svst. Bol. 119 (185" 

& * & 




Res. Vég. 3: 



) / 



Viniferae Jussieu in Mem. Mus. Hist. Nat. París, 3: 4-14 (181 
Ampelideae Humboldt, Bonplund & Kunth, Nov. Gen. 


# 


S« 22 \ 

« r v i* h t 


í fol. ed 


(1821). 


De ('an< 



, Prodr. 1 : 627 ( 1824). 


Bentham & Hooker 


p. 172) 
i\, Gen. Pl. 


1 : 386 ( 1802 ), 


Cclastraecae . . Cisseae Horaninov, Tetractx 
Cissacear Horaninov, ('bar. Mss. Fam. Res. 


s Nat. 32 (1845), nom 
Yeir. 



■ lí 



Ampelidaceae Lovve, Man. Fl. Madeira, 80 ( *868). 

As Vitaceae is the only ñame formed according to the Rules which has 
been generally accepted, while Leeaceae has not been taken up by any 
author and morco ver is based on a genus not tvpical of the familv, it seems 
advisable to conserve the ñame Vitaceae. Horaninov himself abandonad 
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the ñame in his two later works, making the group in 1843 under the ñame 
Cisseae a subdivisión of Celastraceae, and in 1847 raising it as Cissaceae 
again to the rank oí a family. 

If one were to follow the proposal made by Sprague in 1922 (in Jour. Bot. 
60: 69-73), the two last family ñames discussed would be valid without 
conservation as Hippocastanaceae (DC.) Torr. & Gray and as Vitaceae 
(Juss.) Lindl. Sprague brings forward the argument that the priority of 
a ñame of a family dates from the first valid publication of a ñame with 
any plural ending based on a generic ñame, even if it consists of the plural 
form of that generic ñame. In such cases the change to the ending -aceae 
is supposed to be an orthographic correction and the original author is to 
be cited in paren-theses. Sprague’s proposal, however, conflicts with long- 
established usage and the very spirit of the Rules. The use of parentheti- 
cal authors is specificallv restricted by Art. 49 to changes of rank of genera 
and groups below genera, and of transfers of groups below the genus with 
or without change of rank, but with no alteration in the ñame or epithet 
itself. According to that article. a ciiation like Hippocastanaceae (DC.) 
Torr. & Gray could mean only that Torrey & Gray transferred a family 
named by De Candolle as Hippocastanaceae from one higher group (ordo 

of Art. 12 and of Recomm. VIH and IX) to ano*her. Hippocastaneae 

* 

DC. and also Vites Juss. are not valid family ñames according to Art. 23; 
they have no standing, and if transferred could have no validity. Ortho¬ 
graphic corrections or changes in the spelling of a ñame do not cali for the 
citation in parentheses of the original author; they should be indicated by 
citing the original spelling in quotation marks after the citation of the cor¬ 
red ñame, or in a note beneath it. 

In regard to transfers of ñames of groups above genera (see note on pp. 
68 and 78), it would seem to be in the spirit of the Rules to make the cita¬ 
tion of the parenthetical author obligatory for transfers of the corred ñames 
of subdivisions of families. This could be done by a proposal to insert in 
the second paragraph of Art. 49 the word “family becore genus, so ihat 
the paragraph would read: “The same holds when a subdivisión of a family, 
a genus, a species, or a group of lower rank is transferred to another 
family, genus or species with or without alteration of rank.” 

Arnold Arboretvm, 

Harvard Universuy. 


